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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 55,56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 55, "said two-way, horizontal displacement" lacks antecedent basis. 

Claims 1-3,6-8,11-16,32-39,51-60,62-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kaptur, Jr. et al. 

Kaptur, Jr. teaches a design template is used to check a seat within a vehicle, 
the template including a torso section 108 representing a torso of an average size (see 
col. 2, line 4), and inherently employing a posture (see Figure 1) and a waist (the waist 
viewable in Figure 6 adjacent the "108", and indirectly referred to in the teaching that the 
rear outer surface 1 1 0 of the pan 1 08 confirms to the contour of the outer surface of the 
back of a predetermined human male, on col. 3, lines 33-39. The template including at 
least one cross-sectional section of the torso cooperating with said torso section torso at 
the waist, the at least one cross-sectional section representing a cross-sectional of the 
torso and being generally at a right angle to the torso section and describing a body 
seat interface at the at least one anatomical landmark, the landmark being located on 
the body seat interface, the body seat interface described by the torso section and the 
at least one cross-sectional section being three dimensional. 

As to claims 1-3,8,1 1 ,15,51-60, the "waist" may be deemed to be an anatomical 
landmark, as it defines the part of the human torso between the bottom of the rib cage 
and the pelvis. 
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As to claims 6,7, note col. 4, lines 56-58, 66-75. 

As to claims 11-14, Kaptur's reference to "accommodation checking" (col. 1, line 
10) and "seat locations" (col. 1 , line 35) are inclusive of all known seat positions, 
including all the way back. 

As to claim 15,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,62-65, determination of whether a seat is 
"satisfactory" (col. 1 , line 14) provides for a step in designing a seat, if not the seat itself. 
Also, regions (patches) of the seat are for support portion s of the template. 

As to claim 16, note the curved potion of pan 1 08 in Figure 1 . 

Claims 9 and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kaptur et al in view of Ekern et al. 

Comments that exist above similarly apply here. 

As to claims 9 and 61 , it would have been obvious to employ an occupant 
restraint system upon Kapur's template because Ekern teaches (p. 125, left column, 
first paragraph of the "INTRODUCTION") that "restraint positioning" is a factor in 
accurately locating seated occupants in a vehicle, suggestive of application of a 
restraint system in Kaptur to assure that the template if properly positioned. 

Claims 4,5,10,17-31 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert R. Raevis whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4919. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 6:30am to 
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4:00pm. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 



